The presented list of Egyptian mosses includes 181 taxa in 56 genera, 17 families and 10 orders. Synonyms reported only from Egypt are given in a separate list. The distribution of the 181 mosses in the 11, hitherto, surveyed phytogeographic territories of Egypt shows that S, Mm, Cai and Di are the richest territories regarding the number of recorded taxa. Pottiaceae, Bryaceae and Funariaceae dominate the flora. Pohlia lescuriana (Sull.) Ochi is a new record to Egypt. Other relevant annotations are also given.
Introduction
The increasing interest in the taxonomy of the bryophytes, especially aimed at biodiversity conservation has stimulated the elaboration of updated and corrected checklists (Cortini 2001) . During the last five decades six checklists of Egyptian mosses had been published by: Imam & Ghabbour (1972) ; EL-Saadawi and Abou EL-Kheir (1973) ; El-Saadawi & Badawi (1977) ; El-Saadawi et al. (1999) ; El-Saadawi et al. (2003) and Ros et al. (2013) . Naturally the number of recorded mosses increased with time and the last list included 166 taxa.
Recently five new papers (El-Saadawi et al. 2013 a, b; Ibrahim et al. 2013; El-Sakaty et al. 2014 and Ibrahim 2014) appeared, adding 14 records to the moss flora of the country. This paper, further adds Pohlia lescuriana (Sull.) Ochi as a new record to the country bringing the total number of mosses known from Egypt to 181 taxa (Table 1) . These taxa belong to 56 genera (Table 1) in 17 families and 10 orders (Table 2) ; and collected from 11 out of the 15 phytogeographical territories of Egypt (Fig. 1) .
To bring the new data on Egyptian mosses together in one piece of literature the present checklist was established appended by annotations and a list of synonyms. The presented data, as well, throw more light on the moss flora of each of the 11 surveyed phytogeographic territories of Egypt, the matter that was not covered in the latest published list (i.e. Ros et al. 2013) . Table 1 . Distribution of the 181 moss taxa belonging to 56 genera in the 11 surveyed phytogeographic territories of Egypt. + = Present; *= New record; °= Reported without reference to any locality; = F Recorded only from greenhouses and gardens, G= Doubtful record. Abbreviations of names of territories are as given in Fig. 1 • Fissidens fontanus and Sciuro-hypnum plumosum (=Brachythecium plumosum) were not referred to any particular locality in the original publications (Brotherus 1924; Bilewsky 1965) ; cited only as Egypt and Sinai respectively, therefore given the symbol °in the present list.
• According to Ros et al. (2013 ) Bilewsky (1965 reported Brachythecium plumosum (Hedw.) Schimp. from Sinai (Northern Sinai, i.e. Di) without locality and included Brachythecium umbilicatum Jur. & Milde as a synonym of this species. At present both species are accepted taxonomically, but only Brachythecium umbilicatum has been reported from Egypt, by Geheeb (1904) . Therefore, the presence of Sciurohypnum plumosum (= B. plumosum) in Egypt is doubtful, therefore given the symbol E in the present list.
• During the preparation of the present list, it was noticed by a mere chance (while surveying earlier works on Egyptian mosses) that illustrations given for Bryum elegans from Nf by Badawi et al. (1987) are quite different from those in other published reference works, therefore we re-examined carefully the specimen of Nf and found that it belongs in fact to Pohlia lescuriana which represents a new record to Egypt as reported in the present list.
• In the list published by El-Saadawi et al. (2003) Splachnobryum obtusum was mentioned as occurring in Nf, however, this is incorrect, therefore this species is excluded from Nf territory in the present list.
• The report of Bryum subapiculatum in the present list as occurring in
Cairo is recorded for the first time in this territory after Farag (2015).
• Eighty-six out of the 181 taxa were recorded in only one territory each.
While only 21 taxa were recorded in five or more territories each. This may be attributed to the great variation of both physical and chemical properties of microhabitats in different territories of Egypt (Taha 2010) and probably also to the rarity of sporophyte production (Abd El-Khaleq 2004) by Egyptian mosses. B. Based on Table 2 below, the following annotations were listed.
• The bryologically distinguished territories are S (the only territory for Encalyptales and Grimmiales) and Nf (the only territory for Dicranaceae).
• Three families (Pottiaceae, Bryaceae and Funariaceae) are represented in the 11 terrirtories while Fissidentaceae is represented in 10 territories. The remaining thirteen families are relatively poorly represented (1-5 territories each).
• The largest family is Pottiaceae followed by Bryaceae.
• The 10 orders can be arranged in a descending order regarding the number of taxa representing each as follows: Pottiales-84, Bryales-37, Funariales-23, Hypnales-12, Fissidentales-9, Grimmiales-7, Dicranales-4, Encalyptales-2, Orthotrichales-2 and Archidiales-1. 
